This article deals with the main approaches and achievements in the Russian studies of Late Antiquity in-between period from Antiquity to the Middle Ages. The current literature has an attempt to highlight the activities of leading scientists and their works as well as the activities of various regional schools on studying the higher schools of the Early Byzantium. The authors of the article came to the conclusion that there are some difficulties with the terminology in Russia, also there is no common understanding of this transitional time and many specialists prefer to work with narrow-focused material. Furthermore, there remains a 'format' of antiquists, Byzantinists and medievalists what makes integrative researches more difficult. To reveal these issues, the current study investigates the academic bibliography.
INTRODUCTION
There is a wide-spread stereotype that almost all inhabitants of the empire in early Byzantine period were literate, but it is almost unknown where and how they studied. Indeed, there are no special sources of that kind survived, however, if you try to get information about schools, education and upbringing from the vast corpus of late antiquity (Early Byzantine) works, you will get a quite representative result, especially referring to a 'higher school'.
In this work, we will not specify terminology. Conditionally and with a certain degree of modernization we will follow the accepted usage of basic terms: 'professor', 'student', 'higher school'.
It should be noted that we know about the primary and secondary levels of education in the Early Byzantium really very little. Therefore, the most part of our analysis of historiography deals with a 'higher school'.
SOURCES AND METHODOLOGY
The sources of the research are works of modern Russian historians -researchers of late antiquity and the Early Byzantium. Today the period of late antiquity is one of the most urgent and poorly studied problems in historical science. The history of Byzantium was traditionally studied in Russian historiography in indissoluble connection with the history of the South Slavs.
Methodological basis: principles of objectivity and historicism in context of the theory of local civilizations.
Methods: content analysis, comparative historical method, analysis and synthesis.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
The general scheme of the educational system in Early Byzantium is now presented as follows:
Primary and secondary education focused mainly on the level of grammar and the elements of rhetoric.
Higher education consisted of the following stages: -Rhetoric; natural sciences; special (medical, legal) schools; -Philosophy (classical); -Christian theology.
One school could have all these stages in a full-time profile (Caesarea, Gaza) but much more often schools were focused on one specific subject. It is also possible to trace a certain evolution in the organization of schools throughout the period of late antiquity: there is a movement from ancient schools being entirely built around the personality of scholarch towards Christianization (adding superstructure of the teaching of theology in existing schools) and nationalization (the Imperial 'University' of Constantinople). Russian historiography in this topic is poor. Pre-revolutionary authors did not practically consider the history of the early Byzantine school purposely. Due to the confessional traditions, Christian schools, their origin and evolution were mainly studied at that time. V.V. Plotnikov (2011) prepared a two-volume study on the history of the Christian school and its relationship with classical ancient education. A.P. Dyakonov (1913) studied the history of theological schools.
Special attention was paid to the Alexandria School of Pantaenus-Clement-Origen of the third century. The history of the school itself as institution at that time was not much separated from the history of school as a direction of theological thought.
In the postwar period there was published only a general essay of the Byzantine school history as a whole, although, the author was one of the most outstanding Russian and world Byzantologists A.P. Kazhdan (1972) .
The first special essay on the history of early Byzantine school was prepared by Z.R. . In the format of an academic publication on the general history of Byzantine culture, this essay could be considered as quite exhaustive, however, it has only outlined a range of problems which requires special development. In fact, this essay is remaining the only special historical work of a professional Byzantologist on this topic. In the same edition, an essay on the history of law schools was given by E.E. Lipschitz (1984) , and the state of the natural sciences, including teaching of them, is touched upon in an essay by the very same Z.R. . An important step forward was the publication of a single issue in Ivanovo in 2002 -the textbook "Byzantine School" by I.V. Krivushin and E.S. Krivushina (2002) . Despite the fact that the whole history of Byzantium is considered here, the volume is extremely small (only 45 pages) what is equal to three chapters of the three volumes of 'the Byzantine Culture', being compiled together. Thus, the degree of development of problems through this issue has increased slightly. However, the format of the tutorial did not presume an exhaustive depth of development.
From now onwards the development of this problem is being concentrated in Belgorodand
Yaroslavl, and in a form of exception in Nizhny Novgorod by Goltseva (2005) . The first of late years general article on the history of education in Byzantium (throughout its whole history) was prepared by the priest A. Ognev (2007) Shestakov accompanying the translation of his speeches (Libanius, 1912 (Libanius, -1916 , and also in a chapter of G.L. Kurbatov's book (1991) . Only at the beginning of the XXI century a number of works about the scholarch was made by T.B. Perfilova (2004 (a) 
Eliseeva (2012).
At the present time contiguous themes are being developed by historians of pedagogy, first of all by V.G. Bezrogov (2008) . However, with all the closeness to the subject, the methodological approaches of representatives of these scientific disciplines are slightly different.
The immediate chronological forerunners of the topic under our consideration are works of I.V. Tsvetaev (1902; 1887 -1888 1893 ) -for the pre-revolutionary period of historiography, and sufficiently numerous works by T.B. Perfilova (2003 (b); 2004 (b); 2003 (a) ) -for the current period. Some of these works are related to late antiquity on chronology and connected with the problems we are considering most closely. However, the researcher's approaches are a sort of "culturological" according to her own assessments and for historical research seem to be a little "cursory".
A certain attention to Christian theological schools was also given by modern philosophers and theologians by V. Savrey (2011; 2012 (a); 2012 (b) ), however, due to the confessional tradition of national science they studied these schools as directions of thought, and not as educational centers. 
